The CASE of Richard Lewis, Gent. Reſpondent, 
To the ArpEAL of Fames Yates and Mary his Wife, Appellants. 


Lewis Morgan, Eſq; (to whom the Reſpondent is his Executor and near Kinſman ) hal three _ 
namely, Mary, (one of the Appellants ) Margaret the Wife of David Williams, and Elizabeth the 
. Wife of John Jones. : | 


Sheweth, | 

Hat the Reſpondent, in Michaelmas-Term, 1699. exhibited his Bill in the high Court of Chancery, againſt 

as well the ſaid Appellants, as againſt the ſaid David Williams and Margaret his Wife, and John Jones and 
Elizabeth his Wife; by which Bill the Reſpondent prayed Relief againſt three ſeveral Bonds, each bearing 

: Dare the Second of September, 1675. and entered into by the ſaid Lewis Morgan in his Minority to his ſaid 

three Siſters (when ſole) one whereof to the Appellant Mary for the Payment of 60 J. the other to the ſaid Mar- 
garet for 80 J. and the other to Elizabeth for 60 J. more. 

That the Reſpondent did alſo ſet forth in his ſaid Bill, that the Appellants had ſued their ſaid Bond of 607. a- 
gainſt this Reſpondent, as Executor to the ſaid Lewis Morgan, and that by Miſtake in the Pleading of Solvit ad 

diem (inſtead of Denis-age) to the ſaid Bond, did thereupon obtain a Verdict againſt the Reſpondent. 

That the ſaid Teſtator was ſeized in Fee of certain Lands in the County of Brecon and Monmouth, of about the 
Yearly Value of 120 J. and had contracted ſeveral Debts by tgage and otherwiſe, to the amount of 1 200 J and 
' WilldatedNo. upwards, did by his Will in Writing, dated November, 1696. give and deviſe to the Reſpondent his Equity of Re- 
- vemÞ. 1696 demption and all his Real Eſtate wharſocver, and appointed the Reſpondent ſole Executor of his laſt Will. 

That after the making of the ſaid Will, no Proviſion being made for the ſaid three Siſters, who by ill Language, 

unbecoming and immodeſt Behaviour, had very much diſobliged the ſaid Teſtator, this Reſpondent and his Friends, 
at the Requeſt of the Siſters, prevailed upon the ſaid Lewis Morgan to petmit the ſaid three Siſters to come and vi- 
ſir him upon his Death-bed; and afterwards this Reſpondent's Friends, againſt the Inclination of the ſaid Teſtator, 
die dated by a Codicil, to be annexed to the ſaid Will, dated the Seventh of February, 1696. prevailed with the ſaid Teſtator 
Tn Feb. 166 0 give unto his ſaid three Siſters the Sum of 15 /. per Annum a piece (ultra repriſas') payable quarterly to each of 


„ 


-ving Siſters, and ſhortly after the ſaid Codicil was executed the ſaid Teſtator died; after whoſe Deceaſe this Re- 
ſpondent proved the ſaid Will in the high Court of Chancery, and ſhortly afterwards paid in Debts, Legacics and 
Funeral-Expences of the Teſtator to the amount of 1200/7. and upwards, beſides the ſaid Annuities paid and pay- 
able to the three Siſters, as aforeſaid. | 

Thar the ſaid three ſeveral Bonds ſo obtained from the Teſtator, were obtained by fraudulent Practices, during 
the Minority of the ſaid Teſtator, and without any manner of conſideration; and, from the time of the Teſtator's 
entring into the ſaid three ſeveral Bonds tothe time of his Death, being upwards of 2x Years, the ſaid three Siſters 
never demanded of the Teſtator the ſaid Money nor Intereſt due by the ſaid three Bonds, but entirely depended 
upon his Courteſie, and upon what Proviſion he would make for them. 

To which ſaid Bill the ſaid Appellants, and the other Defendants, put in their Anſwers, and divers Witneſſes were 
tere 26th of examined in the ſaid Cauſe ; which Cauſe came on afterwards on the 26th Day of April, 1700. to be heard in the high 
April, 7700. Court of Chancery, in the Preſence of Council learned on both Sides; and upon a full Hearing, long Debate, and due 
Conſideration of Proofs had on each Side in the ſaid Cauſe, the ſaid Court declared and were of Opinion, that the ſaid An- 
nuities of 15 /. per Anna piece, given by the Will of the ſaid Teſtator to the ſaid three Siſters, were in full ſatisfaction of 
the ſaid three ſeveral Bonds entred into by the Teſtator ; and therefore did order and decree, that the ſaid Appellants 
and the ſaid other Defendants ſhould deliver up the ſaid three ſeveral Bonds to this Reſpondent to be cancelled ; and 
chat Satis faction ſhould be acknowledged on record of the ſaid Judgment, obtained by the Appellants as aforeſaid ; 
and that a perpetual Injunction ſhould be awarded to ſtay all the Defendants further Proceedings at Law againſt this 
Reſpondent touching the ſaid Bonds: And it was further decrecd, that this Reſpondent ſhould pay the ſaid three Si- 
ters the ſaid 15 J. per Annum a piece Annuities, and that the Teſtator's Eſtate ſhould be therewith charged. 

That the ſaid David Williams, Margaret his Wife, John Jones and Elizabeth his Wife, were ſo very well ſatisfied 
-with the Juſticeof the ſaid Decree, that they in obedience thereto, did actually ſign and execute to this Reſpondent 
ſeveral Releaſes of their reſpective Claims in their ſaid reſpective Bonds. | 

That this Reſpondent in ſome ſhort time after the ſaid Decree was pronounced, procured the ſame to be inrolled, 
yet the Appellants, pretending ſome Ircegularitics in the Inrolling thereof, did petition the Right honourable the Lord 
[Keeper for a Re-hearing of rhe Cauſe ; but his Lordſhip being well ſatisfied that the ſaid Decree was regularly In- 
-rolled, thought fit to diſcharge the ſaid Appellants Petition. 3 a | 
And now the Appellants have brought their Appeal, and pray this honourable Houſe will make void the ſaid Decree. 

But this Reſpondent doth humbly inſiſt, that in reſpect the ſaid three Bonds were entred into by the Teſtator in 
his Minority, without any conſideration, and that no Demand either of Principal or Intereſt were made in the Te- 
ſtator's Life time, who lived above 21 Years ſince the Bonds were executed, and that the ſaid three Annuities (if 
ſuch Bonds had been good) is more than an Equivalent for the fame. 5 | 

And alſo doth humbly inſiſt, that the ſaid three Annuities of 15 J. per Annum (ultra repriſas Yincluding the 12000. 
Debts, Legacies and Funeral-Expences are near the full Value of the Eſtate given him by the Teſtator; the whole 
Eſtate being about 120 /. per Aunum, a great part thereof being in Houſes. i 

That this Reſpondent hath for a long time been harraſſed by the Appellants both in Law and Equity, and put to 
above 300 J. Charge, the Matter in diſpute between the Appellants and this Reſpondent being only the ſaid 60 /. 
_ Mherefore this Reſpondent humbly prays, that the ſaid Decree may be confirmed, and 
| the ſaid Appeal diſmiſſed with exemplary Coſts. | 3 


_ - 


————— 


them; and, in caſe of the Death of any of them, then the Annuity of ſuch dying Siſter ſhould be paid to the ſurvi- 
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